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plagued by long lines at the polls, confusing
voter rules, and restrictions intended to deter
them from voting.

Literally days after Supreme Court issued
the Shelby County ruling, formerly covered ju-
risdictions enacted discriminatory voting prac-
tices that would have been blocked by Section
5 or not even attempted passage of legisla-
tion. Texas implemented its restrictive photo
ID law, which had been previously blocked by
Section 5. The North Carolina state legislature
passed a law that imposed a strict photo ID
requirement, significantly cut back on early
voting, and reduced the window for voter reg-
istration. Alabama moved ahead with its law
requiring strict photo ID to vote. And Mis-
sissippi officials moved to enforce its photo ID
law, which the state submitted for
preclearance but was never allowed to imple-
ment.

In 2013 and 2014, at least 10 of the 15
states that had been covered in whole or in
part by Section 5 introduced new restrictive
legislation that would make it harder for minor-
ity voters to cast a ballot. These have passed
in two states: Virginia (stricter photo ID re-
quirement and increased restrictions on third-
party voter registration) and North Carolina
(the above-discussed omnibus bill, which in-
cluded the ID requirement, early voting cut-
backs, and the elimination of same-day voter
registration).

Further, seven other formerly covered states
also passed restrictive legislation in 2011 and
2012, prior to the Shelby County decision in
anticipation of victory.

Section 5’s loss perhaps has been felt most
acutely at the local level. The great majority of
voting law changes that were blocked as dis-
criminatory under the Voting Rights Act were
enacted at the local level: counties, municipali-
ties, and other state sub-jurisdictions. We
have witnessed local jurisdictions step into the
void left by Section 5 to pass all manner of
discriminatory voting procedures: discrimina-
tory local redistricting plans; closing polling
places and DMV’s in minority communities
and changing election dates, just to name a
few.

Though Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act
is still available to challenge these discrimina-
tory practices, the time and expense of litiga-
tion leaves these practices in place to do
years of damage and places a substantial bur-
den on the rights of minority voters. It took
years of litigation to roll back the challenged
practices mentioned earlier in Texas and
North Carolina.

We will enter a Presidential election without
Section 5 protection for the first time in 50
years. The danger to our democratic process
cannot be overstated. Already, we have heard
political candidates discussing voting intimida-
tion tactics and we must focus on the status
of federal observers under the law.

As a staunch proponent, and a remaining
member of Congress who voted for the Act in
1965, | joined Representative SENSENBRENNER
to introduce H.R. 885, the Voting Rights
Amendment Act, which is designed to restore
the vitality and effectiveness of Section 5 of
the Voting Rights Act.

Though we have made progress in the
courts over the past several weeks in over-
turning some of these voter suppression
measures, the states and some localities have
been quick to re-enact substitute measures.
This tactic was the very reason for the enact-
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ment of Section 5 in the first place and evi-
dence of the need for reauthorizing legislation.

In addressing these calculated voter sup-
pression tactics, we cannot forget those who
have lost their voting rights and have no voice
in government. Currently, nearly 4 million of
disqualified voters are not in prison, but on
probation or parole. Nearly 3 million of the
disenfranchised have completed their entire
sentence, including probation and parole. | be-
lieve that such prohibitions on voting under-
mine the fundamental rights of people with fel-
ony convictions.

To correct this injustice, | have introduced
H.R. 1459, the Democracy Restoration Act
which declares the right of a U.S. citizen to
vote in any election for federal office shall not
be denied because that individual has been
convicted of a criminal offense.

Just as the Brennan Center has observed in
their report on voting rights post-Shelby Coun-
ty, “For all the real progress Section 5 facili-
tated, the nation and its voters now lack a crit-
ical tool to protect those earned advances.
Bad laws with lasting, harmful consequences
now lack a review mechanism, the method of
fighting these laws is now limited to costly and
time-intensive litigation, and the public has lost
the one centralized means to track the thou-
sands of changes annually that affect Ameri-
cans’ right to vote.”

Just as Congress ignored political
headwinds and set partisan differences aside
five decades ago to prohibit discriminatory vot-
ing practices, this Congress must again mus-
ter the political courage to enact legislation to
protect the voting rights of all Americans.

————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Bill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 3076. An act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to furnish caskets and urns
for burial in cemeteries of States and tribal
organizations of veterans without next of
kin or sufficient resources to provide for cas-
kets or urns, and for other purposes; to the
committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

———

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled bills
of the House of the following titles,
which were thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 5936. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to enter into cer-
tain leases at the Department of Veterans
Affairs West Los Angeles Campus in Los An-
geles, California, to make certain improve-
ments to the enhanced-use lease authority of
the Department, and for other purposes.

H.R. 5985. An act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to extend certain expiring pro-
visions of law administered by the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 24 minutes
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p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, September 22, 2016, at 10

a.m. for morning-hour debate.

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. CHAFFETZ: Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform. H.R. 5995. A bill to
strike the sunset on certain provisions relat-
ing to the authorized protest of a task or de-
livery order under section 4106 of title 41,
United States Code (Rept. 114-779). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. H.R. 2315. A bill to limit the authority
of States to tax certain income of employees
for employment duties performed in other
States (Rept. 114-780). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. BYRNE: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 879. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5931) to provide
for the prohibition on cash payments to the
Government of Iran, and for other purposes,
and waiving a requirement of clause 6(a) of
rule XIII with respect to consideration of
certain resolutions reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules (Rept. 114-781). Referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. H.R. 5982. A bill to amend chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, to provide for en
bloc consideration in resolutions of dis-
approval for ‘“‘midnight rules’’, and for other
purposes (Rept. 114-782, Pt. 1). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the
Committee on Rules discharged from
further consideration. H.R. 5982 re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. VARGAS (for himself, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. VELA, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr.
VEASEY):

H.R. 6091. A bill to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to identify aliens who
have served, or are serving, in the Armed
Forces of the United States when those
aliens apply for an immigration benefit or
are placed in an immigration enforcement
proceeding, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. VARGAS (for himself, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. VELA, Mrs. DAVIS of
California, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO):

H.R. 6092. A bill to amend section 212(d)(5)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act to
allow certain alien veterans to be paroled
into the United States to receive health care
furnished by the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. VARGAS (for himself, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. VELA, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr. McGovV-
ERN):
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